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no parallel to the language of complaint and the methods of
the agitation, which Pitt contrived to stifle in a long series of
persecutions and enactments during the last ten years of the
century. The case is carefully considered in a pamphlet
published in 1796 (The History of the Two Acts} in which
the writer recalls the violence of various statements and
protests that belong to the earlier campaign ; in particular
the threat thrown out by Chatham, " It is now necessary
to instruct the Throne in the language of truth." "I
might," says the writer, " multiply quotations of this kind;
it was the common language of Parliament, from whence it
descended to books, newspapers, pamphlets, and common
conversation ; it was the popular creed adopted by the Ameri-
cans at war, and by the English who were discontented. It
is mentioned here neither with approbation nor censure: it
may be wrong to appeal too often to the c extreme medicine
of the constitution/ it may be wrong to carry jealousy to an
excess, for it is apt to become a blind and hateful passion.
But enough appears upon record to show that such doctrines
are not new nor the growth of France: are not to be traced
to the fields of Islington, nor to the shops of the majestic
booksellers of the people " (xxviii).
The truth is, as anyone who reads the accounts of the
earlier campaigns can soon discover, that there was as
much brimstone and gunpowder in the language of those
campaigns, as in the language which Pitt afterwards tried
to represent as the spirit of social arson and disorder.1
When Chatham said, " Rather than the nation should
surrender its birthright, I hope I shall see the question
brought to issue fairly between people and Government,"
he could scarcely be regarded as confining himself to the
conventional asperities of party warfare. It was held to be
rank treason in 1793 to question the integrity of Parliament,
or its title to speak for the nation through representatives
1 This comparison between the Economy agitation of 1780 and the Reform
agitation of 1793 was suggested to me by Mr. D. L. Savory who has a mono-
graph in MS. on the subject of the Societies.